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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract is simply a 
recitation of the claims. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: the 
specification is missing the summary. "A brief summary of the invention indicating its 
nature and substance, which may include a statement of the object of the invention, 
should precede the detailed description. Such summary should, when set forth, be 
commensurate with the invention as claimed and any object recited should be that of 
the invention as claimed". See MPEP § 1.73. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ortega et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,085,159) in view of Gladstein et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,456,972). 

As per claims 1,11 and 21, Ortega teaches a computer-implemented method 
that necessarily resides on a computer-readable medium to select a process from an 
information display by speaking comprising: 
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defining a bounded region on the information display (active program view is a 
window on a screen, col. 2, lines 43-44); 

indicates the processes that are speech enabled by displaying them (text editing 
commands are present when functionality is available, col. 2, lines 59-63); and 

relating a command with said bounded region where said command causes the 
process to be selected when spoken (user utters a command that the user sees and the 
command will be executed, col. 2, lines 18-22). 

Ortega does not teach indicating the speech enabled processes by color. 

Gladstein suggests using color in an enable command list to clarify the choices 
(color in application grammar, col. 6, lines 33-38). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the system of Ortega to indicate the speech enabled processes by 
using color as taught by Gladstein because it would allow deciphering and displaying of 
all the commands not only the speech enabled commands. 

5. Regarding claims 2, 12, and 22, Ortega teaches the information display to be two- 
dimensional (Fig. 1). 

6. Regarding claims 3, 13, and 23, Ortega teaches the bounded region is in a shape 
of a character (commands are strings of characters, Fig. 1 , element 22). 

7. Regarding claim 4, Ortega and Gladstein do not specifically teach or suggest 
using color when the process has been selected. 

However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is commonly known to 
highlight a user's choice in an interface. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the system of Ortega and 
Gladstein to use color when a process has been selected so as to verify the user's 
selection. 

8. As per claims 5, 14 and 24, Ortega teaches a computer-implemented method that 
necessarily resides on a computer-readable medium to select a process from an 
information display by speaking comprising: 

defining a bounded region on the information display (active program view is a 
window on a screen, col. 2, lines 43-44); 

indicates the processes that are speech enabled by displaying them (text editing 
commands are present when functionality is available, col. 2, lines 59-63); 

associating a second region of the information display with said bounded region 
(displaying information associated with a field in the original window in another window, 
col. 3, lines 23-27); and 

relating a command with said bounded region where said command causes the 
process to be selected when spoken (user utters a command that the user sees and the 
command will be executed, col. 2, lines 18-22). 

Ortega does not teach indicating the speech enabled processes by color. 

Gladstein suggests using color in an enable command list to clarify the choices 
(color in application grammar, col. 6, lines 33-38). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the system of Ortega to indicate the speech enabled processes by 
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using color as taught by Gladstein because it would allow deciphering and displaying of 
all the commands not only the speech enabled commands. 

9. Regarding claims 6, 15, and 25, Ortega teaches the information display to be two- 
dimensional (Fig. 1). 

10. Regarding claims 7, 16, and 26, Ortega teaches the bounded region is in a shape 
of a character (commands are strings of characters, Fig. 1, element 22). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 17, Ortega and Gladstein do not specifically teach or suggest 
using color when the process has been selected. 

However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the system of Ortega and 
Gladstein to use color when a process has been selected because it is commonly 
known to highlight a user's choice in an interface so as to facilitate the user's selection. 

12. As per claims 8, 18, and 27, Ortega teaches a computer-implemented method 
that necessarily resides on a computer-readable medium to select a process from an 
information display by speaking comprising: 

defining a bounded region on the information display (active program view is a 
window on a screen, col. 2, lines 43-44); 

indicates the processes that are speech enabled by displaying them (text editing 
commands are present when functionality is available, col. 2, lines 59-63); 

associating a second region of the information display with said bounded region 
(displaying information associated with a field in the original window in another window, 
col. 3, lines 23-27); and 
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relating what is implied by a command with said bounded region where said 
command causes the process to be selected when spoken (user utters a command that 
the user sees and the command will be executed, col. 2, lines 18-22 and uses hot keys, 
col. 2, lines 52-55). 

Ortega does not teach indicating the speech enabled processes by color. 

Gladstein suggests using color in an enable command list to clarify the choices 
(color in application grammar, col. 6, lines 33-38). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the system of Ortega to indicate the speech enabled processes by 
using color as taught by Gladstein because it would allow deciphering and displaying of 
all the commands not only the speech enabled commands. 

1 3. Regarding claims 9, 1 9, and 28, Ortega teaches the information display to be two- 
dimensional (Fig. 1). 

14. Regarding claims 10, 20, and 29, Ortega teaches the bounded region is in a 
shape of a character (commands are strings of characters, Fig. 1 , element 22). 

1 5. Regarding claim 30, Ortega and Gladstein do not specifically teach or suggest 
using color when the process has been selected. 

Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. VanBuskirk et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,308,157), VanBuskirk et al. (U.S. 
Pat. 6,075,534), Lewis et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,324,507), Leontiades et al. (U.S. Pat. 
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5,909,667), Kuromusha et al. (U.S. Pat. Pub. 2002/0026320A1), and Van Kleeck et al. 
(U.S. Pat. 5,890,122) teach interfaces for speech recognition applications. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J Sked whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
8663. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8:00 am - 4:30 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Talivaldis Smits can be reached on (703) 306-301 1 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



